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1. Claims 1-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description 
requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor (s), 
at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. The claims are copied from US patent 
6,108,434 but neither the applicant instant application nor any 
of its parents disclose the compensation for affine geometric 
distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions 
of any kind in watermarks . 
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Regarding claim 1, there is no basis in the originally filed 
specification for the compensation for affine geometric 
distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions 
of any kind in watermarks. Regarding claim 2, there is no basis 
in the originally filed specification for the compensation for 
affine geometric distortions in watermarks or the problem of 
geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks, 8X8 block 
accumulating or block summing. Regarding claim 3, there is no 
basis in the originally filed specification for the compensation 
for affine geometric distortions in watermarks or the problem of 
geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks and discrete 
cosine sums. Regarding claim 4, there is no basis in the 
originally filed specification for the compensation for affine 
geometric distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric 
distortions of any kind in watermarks and extraction of 
statistically significant affines from different plurality of 
af fines. Regarding claim 5, there is no basis in the originally 
filed specification for the compensation for affine geometric 
distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions 
of any kind in watermarks, n X n block accumulating or block 
summing. Regarding claim 6, there is no basis in the originally 
filed specification for the compensation for affine geometric 
distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions 
of any kind in watermarks and discrete cosine sums. Regarding 
claim 7, there is no basis in the originally filed specification 
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for the compensation for affine geometric distortions in 
watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in 
watermarks and extraction of statistically significant affines 
from different plurality of affines. Regarding claim 8, there is 
no basis in the originally filed specification for the 
compensation for affine geometric distortions in watermarks or 
the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks, 8 
X 8 block accumulating or block summing. Regarding claim 9, 
there is no basis in the originally filed specification for the 
compensation for affine geometric distortions in watermarks or 
the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks 
and discrete cosine sums. Regarding claim 10, there is no basis 
in the originally filed specification for the compensation for 
affine geometric distortions in watermarks or the problem of 
geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks, 8X8 block 
accumulating or block summing. Regarding claim 11, there is no 
basis in the originally filed specification for the compensation 
for affine geometric distortions in watermarks or the problem of 
geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks, n X n block 
accumulating or block summing. Regarding claim 12, there is no 
basis in the originally filed specification for the compensation 
for affine. geometric distortions in watermarks or the problem of 
geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks. Regarding claim 
13, there is no basis in the originally filed specification for 
the compensation for affine geometric distortions in watermarks 
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or the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in 
watermarks, 8X8 block accumulating or block summing. Regarding 
claim 14 , there is no basis in the originally filed specification 
for the compensation for affine geometric distortions in 
watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in 
watermarks and discrete cosine sums. Regarding claim 15, there 
is no basis in the originally filed specification for the 
compensation for affine geometric distortions in watermarks or 
the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks. 
Regarding claim 16, there is no basis in the originally filed 
specification for the compensation for affine geometric 
distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions 
of any kind in watermarks, n X n block accumulating or block 
summing. Regarding claim 17, there is no basis in the originally 
filed specification for the compensation for affine geometric 
distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions 
of any kind in watermarks and extraction of statistically 
significant af fines from different plurality of af fines. 
Regarding claim 18, there is no basis in the originally filed 
specification for the compensation for affine geometric 
distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions 
of any kind in watermarks, 8X8 block accumulating or block 
summing. Regarding claim 19, there is no basis in the originally 
filed specification for the compensation for affine geometric 
distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions 
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of any kind in watermarks, or block summing. Regarding claim 20, 
there is no basis in the originally filed specification for the 
compensation for af fine geometric distortions in watermarks or 
the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks 
and extraction of statistically significant affines from 
different plurality of affines. Regarding claim 21, there is no 
basis in the originally filed specification for the compensation 
for affine geometric distortions in watermarks or the problem of 
geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks, 8X8 block 
accumulating or block summing. Regarding claim 22, there is no 
basis in the originally filed specification for the compensation 
for affine geometric distortions in watermarks or the problem of 
geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks and extraction of 
statistically significant affines from different plurality of 
affines. Regarding claim 23, there is no basis in the originally 
filed specification for the compensation for affine geometric 
distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions 
of any kind in watermarks and discrete cosine sums. Regarding 
claim 24, there is no basis in the originally filed specification 
for the compensation for affine geometric distortions in 
watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in 
watermarks and extraction of statistically significant affines 
from different plurality of affines. Regarding claim 25, there 
is no basis in the originally filed specification for the 
compensation for affine geometric distortions in watermarks or 
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the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks, 8 
X 8 block accumulating or block summing. Regarding claim 26, 
there is no basis in the originally filed specification for the 
compensation for affine geometric distortions in watermarks or 
the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks 
and discrete transforms. Regarding claim 27, there is no basis in 
the originally filed specification for the compensation for 
affine geometric distortions in watermarks or the problem of 
geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks and extraction of 
statistically significant affines from different plurality of 
af fines. Regarding claim 28, there is no basis in the originally 
filed specification for the compensation for affine geometric 
distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions 
of any kind in watermarks, n X n block accumulating or block 
summing. Regarding claim 29, there is no basis in the originally 
filed specification for the compensation for affine geometric 
distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions 
of any kind in watermarks and discrete transforms. Regarding 
claim 30, there is no basis in the originally filed specification 
for the compensation for affine geometric distortions in 
watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in 
watermarks and extraction of statistically significant affines 
from different plurality of affines. Regarding claim 31, there 
is no basis in the originally filed specification for the 
compensation for affine geometric distortions in watermarks or 
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the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks, 8 
X 8 block accumulating or block summing. Regarding claim 32, 
there is no basis in the originally filed specification for the 
compensation for affine geometric distortions in watermarks or 
the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks 
and discrete cosine sums. Regarding claim 33, there is no basis 
in the originally filed specification for the compensation for 
affine geometric distortions in watermarks or the problem of 
geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks, 8X8 block 
accumulating or block summing. Regarding claim 34, there is no 
basis in the originally filed specification for the compensation 
for affine geometric distortions in watermarks or the problem of 
geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks, n X n block 
accumulating or block summing. Regarding claim 35, there is no 
basis in the originally filed specification for the compensation 
for affine geometric distortions in watermarks or the problem of 
geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks. Regarding claim 
36, there is no basis in the originally filed specification for 
the compensation for affine geometric distortions in watermarks 
or the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in 
watermarks, 8X8 block accumulating or block summing. Regarding 
claim 37, there is no basis in the originally filed specification 
for the compensation for affine geometric distortions in 
watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in 
watermarks and discrete transforms. Regarding claim 38, there is 
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no basis in the originally filed specification for the 
compensation for aff ine geometric distortions in watermarks or 
the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks. 
Regarding claim 3 9 , there is no basis in the originally filed 
specification for the compensation for affine geometric 
distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions 
of any kind in watermarks, n X n block accumulating or block 
summing. Regarding claim 40, there is no basis in the originally 
filed specification for the compensation for affine geometric 
distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions 
of any kind in watermarks and extraction of statistically 
significant af fines from different plurality of af fines. 
Regarding claim 41, there is no basis in the originally filed 
specification for the compensation for affine geometric 
distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions 
of any kind in watermarks, 8X8 block accumulating or block 
summing. Regarding claim 42, there is no basis in the originally 
filed specification for the compensation for affine geometric 
distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions 
of any kind in watermarks, or block summing. Regarding claim 43, 
there is no basis in the originally filed specification for the 
compensation for affine geometric distortions in watermarks or 
the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks 
and extraction of statistically significant affines from 
different plurality of affines. Regarding claim 44, there is no 
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basis in the originally filed specification for the compensation 
for affine geometric distortions in watermarks or the problem of 
geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks, 8X8 block 
accumulating or block summing. Regarding claim 45, there is no 
basis in the originally filed specification for the compensation 
for affine geometric distortions in watermarks or the problem of 
geometric distortions of any kind in watermarks and extraction of 
statistically significant affines from different plurality of 
af fines. Regarding claim 46, there is no basis in the originally 
filed specification for the compensation for affine geometric 
distortions in watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions 
of any kind in watermarks and discrete cosine sums. Regarding 
claim 47, there is no basis in the originally filed specification 
for the compensation for affine geometric distortions in 
watermarks or the problem of geometric distortions of any kind in 
watermarks and extraction of statistically significant affines 
from different plurality of affines. 

2 The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103 which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the 
time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which 
the invention was made. 
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Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies 
as prior art only under subsection (f) or (g) of section 102 
of this title, shall not preclude patentability under this 
section where the subject matter and the claimed invention 
were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same 
person or subject to an obligation of assignment to the same 
person. 

2. Claims 1-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Cox et al(434). 
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of Patent Claim 11. Regarding claim 12 is a substantial duplicate 
of Patent Claim 12. Regarding claim 13 is a substantial 
duplicate of Patent Claim 13. Regarding claim 1 4is a 
substantial duplicate of Patent Claim 14. Regarding claim 15 is 
a substantial duplicate of Patent Claim 15. Regarding claim 16 
is a substantial duplicate of Patent Claim 16. Regarding claim 17 
is a substantial duplicate of Patent Claim 17. Regarding claim 18 
is a substantial duplicate of Patent Claim 18. Regarding claim 



Serial Number: 09/935,755 12 
Art Unit: 3621 

19 is a substantial duplicate of Patent Claim 19. Regarding claim 

20 is a substantial duplicate of Patent Claim 20. Regarding claim 

21 is a substantial duplicate of Patent Claim 21. Regarding claim 

22 is a substantial duplicate of Patent Claim 22. Regarding 
claim 23 is a substantial duplicate of Patent Claim 23. Regarding 
claim 24 is a substantial duplicate of Patent Claim 24. Regarding 
claim 25 is an obvious variation of Patent Claim 2 because all 
data manipulations require storage. Regarding claim 26 is an 
obvious variation of Patent Claim 3 because a discrete cosine 
transform is a transform. Regarding claim 27 is an obvious 
variation of Patent Claim 4 because a discrete cosine transform 
is a transform. Regarding claim 28 is an obvious variation of 
Patent Claim 5 because all data manipulations require storage. 
Regarding claim 29 is an obvious variation of Patent Claim 6 
because a discrete cosine transform is a transform. Regarding 
claim 3 0 is an obvious variation of Patent Claim 7 because a 
discrete cosine transform is a transform. Regarding claim 31 is 
an obvious variation of Patent Claim 8 because a discrete cosine 
transform is a transform. Regarding claim 32 is an obvious 
variation of Patent Claim 9 because all data manipulations 
require storage. claim 33 is an obvious variation of Patent 
Claim 10 because a discrete cosine transform is a transform. 
Regarding claim 34 is an obvious variation of Patent Claim 11 
because all data manipulations require storage. claim 35 is an 
obvious variation of Patent Claim 12 because a discrete cosine 
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transform is a transform, claim 36 is an obvious variation of 
Patent Claim 13 because a discrete cosine transform is a 
transform. Claim 37 is an obvious variation of Patent Claim 14 
because a discrete cosine transform is a transform. Claim 38 is 
an obvious variation of Patent Claim 15 because a discrete cosine 
transform is a transform. Regarding claim 39 is an obvious 
variation of Patent Claim 16 because all data manipulations 
require storage. Regarding claim 40 is an obvious variation of 
Patent Claim 17 because all data manipulations require storage. 
Regarding claim 41 is an obvious variation of Patent Claim 18 
because all data manipulations require storage. Regarding claim 
42 is an obvious variation of Patent Claim 19 because all data 
manipulations require storage. Regarding claim 43 is an obvious 
variation of Patent Claim 20 because all data manipulations 
require storage. Regarding claim 44 is an obvious variation of 
Patent Claim 21 because all data manipulations require storage. 
Regarding claim 45 is an obvious variation of Patent Claim 22 
because all data manipulations require storage. Regarding claim 
46 is an obvious variation of Patent Claim 23 because all data 
manipulations require storage. Regarding claim 47 is an obvious 
variation of Patent Claim 24 because all data manipulations 
require storage. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed 
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to Salvatore Cangialosi at telephone number (703) 305-1837. If 
attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, James Trammell, can be reached at (703) 
305-9768. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patent and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
or faxed to (703)872-9306 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park 
V, 2451 Crystal Drive, Arlington, Virginia, Seventh 
Floor (Receptionist ) . 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
Technology Center 3600 Customer Service Office whose telephone 
number is (703) 308-4177. 




SftVATORE CANGIALOSI 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
ART UNIT 222 



